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un STATES DEPARTMENT osor “ 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


San Francisco, California 
November 7, 1963 


In Reply, Please Refer to 
File No. 


RACIAL SITUATION 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 


Reference is made to San Francisco memorandum dated November 4, 
1963. 


Inspector ea Berkeley, California, Police Po 
E cee on November » advised that at a meeting of 
SLATE, off-campus us University of. California. student political group, 
that plans were made to continue the sit-in demonstrations at 
Mel's Drive-In in San Francisco, California, on Saturday, 
November 9, 1963, and on Friday, November 8, 1963, to picket 
Mel's Drive-In in Berkeley, California. 


Mel's Drive-In is owned in part by HAROLD DOBBS, Super- 
visor and unsuccessful candidate for San Francisco Mayor in an 
election held November 5, 1963. 


It was claimed at this SLATE meeting that $12,000.00 
had been raised for bail and that a local San Francisco Judge 
had agreed to set individual bail at $10.06 per head. At the 
meeting it was hoped that a minimum of 400 and a maximum of 600 
pickets and sit-ins could be gathered for the sit-ins on Friday 
and Saturday. Juveniles will be allowed to picket, but not sit in. 
Plans were made to occupy all stools and booths in the Drive-Ins 
until arrested when they would go limp, link arms, and fall to 
the floor. 


A source, who has furnished reliable information in the 
past, on November 7, 1963, substantiated general plans of SLATE 
and advised that San Francisco CORE and the NAACP are supporting 
the demonstration and have promised legal and financial aid 
and encouragement for the sit-ins. 


Local authorities have been advised of the above. 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of 

the FBI, It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your 

agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed oe ee OD 
your agency. WS Rodan 
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Transmit the following in: . F 
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(Priority or Method of Mailing) 


. Toson | 
I Mr. Belmont... | 
Y Mr. Mohr... fi 
| Mr. Caspere__ f 
$ Mr. Calihan f. 
Mr. Boney 4 


TO: DIRECTOR, FBI 
l (Attn: Civil Rights Section 
General Investigative Division) 


FROM: SAC, SAN FRANCISCO (157-243) 


RE: C acIAL SLTUATION._- 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 
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|. ; O COA 7 


| Re San Francisco teletype 11/7/83, and San Francisco 
airtel 11/4/63. . s . 


Enelosed herewith are , eight (8) copies of ‘LEM regarding 
captioned matter. 


Source ‘utilized in LHM isl} san Francisco 
Police Department informant, by request.. ' l v 
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oa, ‘The police used. A brutality tn evtoting and arresting- 
“the Students. - f : a 


-used taped testimony of witnesses at the hearings as well as 
. students who. protested outside the hearing Toom. 


` stare for $2.00 and is advertised in "Harpers", "The Saturday 
a newspapers, 


-the San F ancisco Police Department May. 13, 1960. in, connection 
. with- demonstrations during. the: public. hearings by the HCUA and R 
_ “has sinees ‘been active in student protest. ‘movement to: ‘abolish then 


oN P and has also 
` peén active n protest. activity. San Francisco indices reflect 


-hno in ndicating subversive activity on the- part of., be 
- Established- ‘sources.and confidential. Anformants.p7c 
o , 


ay 


These. claims are substantiated by the narrabdors who ` 


This record is being sold as. previously mentioned by.. 


Review", “Phe Nation", "The Reporter", "The. Progressive",- "New 
University Thought" as well as other cbanege and university 


b6 
was one of 68: students arrested by b7c 


HCUA.. 


date have failed to. identify, either with such activity. 


p ` This record is being: forwarded to the Burau for” ae 
‘information purposes and no additional investigation is being: 


conducted UACB.. E , a l o: k 
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TO : DIRECTOR, FBI (61-7582) (RM) 


SAC, SAN FRANCISCO D 


SUBJECT: PROTEST AGAINST HOUSE TR i 
UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES KERER 
SM --6— : 


nelosed herewith is a long PAA <r recording entitled >~ 
Sounds of Protest". The title on the rerord indicates 


t is composed of excerpts from the recordings made at A AA us 
herings of the "House Un-American Actiwities Committee" and bf“ 


demonstrati Lons against it in San Fg 
narrators are identified as > 
This record is being distribute 


b7C 
Party at the University of Calif’ fofa, ‘Berkeley... inne 


The record attempts to prove " the followingpoints: 


T, The students claim that they organized the demonstration 
all on their own and set up proper liaison with the San Francisco 
QA 


Police Departmeht and Sheriff's Office and students were not 
aie or misled. 


2. The main cause of the riot was the wte card system 
NS used in admitting spectators all of whom were friends of the 
N committee, this leaving “few seats available for students. 


= > 3. The police considered. student action to be disorderiy 
h when in reality the students were noisy but engaged in passive 


N aop: resistance which is certainly justifiable position the» 


UMRICCESED COPY FEED IN 


> a ureau (Enel. -a Pe muie icopy wit package) 
à NN Jone Francisco 0-36985) 

j X A 1 - 100-37080 SRUDENTS CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION) 
N 1 - 100-143823 zai Hy 
AY U1 - 100-46618 fi b6 
l 1 = 100-46128 fl b7c 

HYN 1 - 100-34204 (UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA) 
X / 1 - 100-46387 (BAY. AREA COMMITTEE F j ko OF on 
T: 


: NİNCLOSURE oN BULKY: RAMP 
- 39) a Wy 


a Syt 


. 4 DEG 80 out 


A ee 


AE VE. 


BZ JAN 23 ‘964 


0-19 (Rev 3-262) - 


+ 


P ' 
XN 
jf 


g 


Uifra-Right on campus ~ 


exploits fear and hate 


\ By AL “RICHMOND 
, BERKELEY T “They are 
jwatching you, you know.” 
t The University of California 
{student could not say exactly 
lhow many times he has been 
told that, but it hag been of- 
iten, he said, almost as often as 
ihe has taken an active part in 
some radical or liberal endeav- 
or on the Berkeley campus, ` 

Usually it has been said by 
well-intentioned people and 
‘sometimes they added, ‘They 
lare taking down what you are 
saying.’ 


THEY DO WATCH 

After 16 years of the com- 
“mittee file and the security 
i dossier, the ubiquitous “They” 
‘are very much part of campus 
life as “They” are of the na- 
i tional environment. You do not 
lhave to be able to pass the 
lentrance requirements for the 
juniversity to know that 
iganey’’ are shadowy and 
“They” are real. 
: On the crudest level, 1, reesin,. 
| the mkeley anti- -Confintuinist ~ 
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pends 


publication, serves to aggra- 
vate. the “They” syndrome, 
Week after week, the commit- 
tee file and the security dos- 
sier, covering fathers, moth. 
ers, sisters, brothers, wives, 
husbands, in-laws and assorted 
other kinfolk, reaching back 
20 and 30 years, are spread in 
Tocsin’s pages, a constant re- 


sociated Students of the Uni- 
versity of California (ASUC). 

Principal - candidates for the, 
presidency Sj n a field of five. 


were Brien (who 


an Carp, 
won’ in the ae 3,593 to 2,-.— 
864) and Mik ig ar (who Jed 


in the primaries with 1,588 


votes to Van Camp’s second- | 


place 1,168). 


minder that “They” do watc Tigar was the candidate of 
and do record, LATE, the liberal-radical co- 


Who can measure the effect / a 


of it? Who can doubt it is 
considerable ? 

Equally incalculable is the 
subtle influence of a publica- 
tion upon the social climate, 


It is not mechanical cause 


and effectpbut coincident with 
the birth of -S4ydents Associat- 
ed | Against m- Totalita nanism, 


(SAAT), parent of Tocsin, a 
new note was injected into stu- 
dent elections. 


GETTING NASTY 

About a month after SAAT's 
formation in March, 1961, the 
spring elections were held for 
student government — the ex- 
ecutive committee of the As- 


on student party, and he 
was the target of what sub- 
sequently was described in & 
Daily Californian editorial as 
“the most vicious smear cam- 
paign in ASUC history.” 


One poster 


Another, in a 
"Send Ti- 


for Americans." 
residence hall, read: 


gar to Havana; Van Camp for 


ASU” 


In less formalized campaign ` 
Of - 


channels, the ‘talk was 
“image.” The university's im- 
age. This image, it was said, 
would be irreparably damaged 


if a SLATE man were elected.. 


WORSE CAME 


That sanctified symbol 


tle Red Schoolhouse,” was 


dragged in — ig this the nick-/ T 


name you want for Cal? The 
State Senate Un-American 
Activities Committee was ex- 


hibiting a conspicuous interest‘ The Evening Star 


. in the university) at this time, 
--and_this_threat{ was employed 
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proclaimed: , 
“Brian Van Camp —- America. 


of: 
7 American education, “The Lit- 


’New York Journal-American 


The Worker 
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Belmont 


Mohr 
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Conrad 
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Malone 
Rosen 
Sullivan 
Tavel 
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Times Herald 
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} The Washington Daily News _— 


—_— ono 
New York Herald Tribune 


New York Mirror ww 
New York Daily News 


New York Post... —— _ č _ 
The New York Times 
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+ a“țmnĂ— 
The New Leader manea 
The Wall Street Journal 

The National Observer 


Date 


People's World P.1 
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itons in behaff OF thd “Cuban 
students.” When the liberal 
caucus resolution was offered, 
the YAFers voted for it, diş- 
carding their own resolution, 

That round went to YAF, 
largely by default. The next 
: big round concerned the House 
Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee. YAF would, of course, 
have preferred a vote of lauda- 
tory commendition for HUAC 
but in the tactical situation it 
was ready to settle for much 
less. 


ISSUES AND VOTES 

Indeed, the realistic isSye 
was whether to adhere to the. 
| previous NSA position of urg-=— 
ing reform of HUAC, or ad- 
vancing to the position of de-. 
Mmanding abolition of HUAC. i 
. YAF threw its support ta. 
the “reform” position, which 
was defeated by the close mar- 
gin of 236-216. (The abolition 
resolution subsequently passed, 
260 to 156). 

Two pertinent observations 
are significant here: 
® On ‘the “reform” position 
the congress was split virtual- 
ly down the middle, and from 
the vantage point of continu- 
ing warfare. that is a fair’ 
springboard. 
® As the second vote revealed, 
quite a number of delegates, 
who were ready to go as far 
as abolition, had also been 
willing to compromise for "re- 
. form’ and undoubtedly the 
Rightist assault influenced this 
tendency to compromise, It 
would have taken the shift of 
a bare 11 votes to permit YAP 
to boast in a post-mortem that 
it had modified and changed 
the HUAC resolution, 


MIGHT HAVE BEEN 

It is always difficult to es- | 
. timate that which did not hap-, 

pen, but a report in New Uni-, 
versity Thought (Autumn, 
1961) by three University of 
Chicago students, who attended 
the congress, may contain a. 
clue. “The question Of war and 
- peace,” they wrote, “was never, 
discussed as an issue in itself; 
a nucléar bomb-testing ‘resolus7 
tion, citing total disarmament , 
as an ultimate goal, _ passed , 
through committee but was, 
never carried to the plenary 


TQ TS a ey 


` This is admittedly specula- 


tion,- but retr mrreasonable spec- 
ulation; to what degree did 
YAF’s presence inhibit discus- . 
sion of what prébably would 


have been, in any event, a dif- ; 
ficult problem? 


THE RESISTANCE 


All this is not offered to ex- 
aggerate YAF strength or, 
capacity. The fact is that the | 
congress voted for abolition of 
HUAC, and the probability is 
that YAF did manage to repel 
anc. antagonize a great many 
uncommitted delegates. It is 
also a fact that despite the in- 
jection of Rightist techniques 
of intimidation into Berkeley 
student politics, SLATE re- 
tains a sizeable base of sup- 
port, and on such a sensitive 
issue as the administration ban 
on Communist speakers, the 
ASUC Executive Committee, 
which voted 8 to 5 to uphold it 
last semester, reversed itself 
this semester, voting 13 to i 
to request that the ban be lift- 
ed. 

The action-reaction principle 
is not a single shot affair, If 
the Rightist revival on campus 
in late 1960 was a reaction te! 
the earlier liberal-radical up- 
surge, then the Rightist thrust, 
in turn, has led to a stiffen- 
ing of certain fundamental 
democratic and humanist at- 
titudes. 

The battle is now joined on 
a higher plane, and in this, un- 
derlying ideological premises 
and assumptions are decisive, | 
These will be examined next 
week. 


ce a 


? 
i 


The YAFers, Evans reports, 


were “vastly G ” by 
delegates ` holding contrary 
views, and this estimate is 


confirmed in all accounts. Yet, 


: by dint of organization, dis- 


cipline, aggressiveness, and by 
dint also of the Peace-or-Cold- 
War? dichotomy that plagues 
the Corps, YAFers influenced 
conference policy. Afterward, 


. YAF Chairman Robert Schuch- 


. of the final resolutions, 


man boasted; 


“The young conservatives 
crowned their efforts by cajol- 
ing the conferees into modify- 
ing or changing at least half 
The 
conservatives also obtained a 
public reading of a YAF press 
release (and a virtual endorse- 
ment of it) by none other than 
the loquacious gentleman from 


' Minneseta, Hubert Humphrey. 


“,.. the success of the YAF 
group in influencing the con- 
ference and in being covered 


. by the national press and wire 


services demonstrated that an 
articulate, determined group of 


. conservatives can have a se- 


rious effect in policy deter- 
mination, even on the liberala’ 
own fairgrounds,” 


YAF AT WORK 

With the Washington en- 
gagement behind them, con- 
tending forces within NSA 
should have been better pre- 
pared for the major battle at 


. the id4th annual National Stu- 
_, dent Congress on the Univer- 


sity of Wisconsin campus at. 


Madison, in Jate August, 1961. 


‘the Rightist 


oF 


¥YAF was better prepared. 

It began with twe props that 
had been tested at Washing- 
ton — a task force organiza- 
tion and a general headquar- 
ters. In Washington e, task 
force was called “The “ 


mittee for a, Responsible Na- 
tional Student Organization.” 
“AT Madison, Rightist head- 
quarters occupied an entire 
floor in the plush Madison Inn, 
staffed with several secretar- 
ies and commanded, by Fulton 
(Buddy) Lewis JIL One observ- 
er at the congress estimated 
operation cast 
$16,000 to $15,000. 

Rightist delegates and ob- 
servers were equipped with two~ 
way walkie-talkie sets to per- 
mit communication with Mad- 
ison Inn HQ at all times. They 
came to liberal caucus sessions 
with tape recorders, back- 
stopped by manual note-takers. 
(“They are watching you.”) 


Som , 
. mittee for an Effective Pedce | 
Corps; in Madison, tht<Com- |, 


NUMBERS 


“In committees,” “an observ- 
er said, “it was not unusual 
for a YAF delegate to get up 
“and read off the prepared text 
of a speech and a written mo- 
tion, all run off, duplicated, 
beforehand.” 

Do not 


YAFers were all ove place 


— there just was not enough 
“of them, Some 800 students at- 
tended the congress, of whom 
close to 500 were voting dele- 
gates, The liberal caucus at- 
tracted about 100 participants, 
but YAF gave up the effort to 
form a public conservative cau- 
cus when only 15 turned up. 
Then YAF tried to promote a 
“middie of the road” caucus 
and failed once more. 

The vast majority of dele- 
gates, it would appear, was un- 
committed, while among the 
committed the liberals had a 
& to 1 margin over the Right- 
ists. 

Against these odds, how did 
the Right fare? One observer 
I talked to felt that YAF's 
strength was also its weakness 
—that is, he explained, YAF 
was over-organized, over-fin- 
anced and over-eager. Its 
brashness alienated un-comimit- 
ted students who do not like 
to be rushed. 


BUCKLEY SPEAKS 


There was also the critical 
„w encounter between William F, 
Buekley, a Rightist “ringer” 
broweht in for a publie rally 
outside the congress, amd 2 
Ceylonese exchange student. 
Buckley revealed his con- 
tempt for Africans and other 
newly-liberated colonial peo- 
ples with a reference to “Mo- 
butu, Lumumba, Kasayubu and 
other semi-savages in the Con- 
at 
Undoubtedly, Buckley’s, per- 
formance served to accentuate 
the ideological alienation of the 
Right from the majority of 
delegates, and the incident will 
merit further examination in 
considering Rightist ideology. 


For the moment, we are con- , 


cerned with tactics and tech- 
niques, 


APPROACH TO TACTICS 

Tactics relate to twa elem- 
entary questions: What is the 
relationship of forces? Given 
that relationship, what is .pos- 
sible of realization? 

Unless these questions are 
kept uppermost, any assess- 
ment of YAF tacties at the stu-~ 
dent congress borders on the 


get the idea that 


Sense to reaieaiial, given 


the relationship of forces, it 
was not going to “capture” 
NSA or secure adoption of the . 
YAF program, Not this time, ' 
at any rate. . 
Procesding from this reason- 
able assumption, YAF's more 
modest tactical aims were es- 
sentially these; . 
® To project itself forcefully 
as the meaningful opposition, 
the sole alternative ta NSA 
leadership and policy. 
+ To influence (rather than. 
determine} the outcome of the | 
congress. (Recall Schuchmait’s 
boast of influencing and mod- 
ifying policy at the Peace 
Corps conference). 
® To lay the foundation for 
continuing warfare either to ` 


i 


dominate or destroy NSA, i 


PERFORMANCE ‘ 

YAF certainly managed to 
project itself with vigor, as is: 
confirmed by every account of, 
the student congress. It ex-- 
erted influence. far beyond its 
numerical strength, and quite ' 
often managed to force the 
battle on its grounds. i 

For its opening blitz, it: 
chose the Cuban question, and 
with bold demagogy about 
some Cuban students who were : 
allegedly on the eve of being 
executed for protesting Anastas | 
Mikoyan’s visit to Cuba, YAF : 
browbeat the congress. (No one 
there knew the actual facts, 
which, as it turned out later, 
are that the Cuban students 
were arrested for sabotage and | 
membership in a terrorist or- ' 
ganization.) 

The liberal caucus met after 
the issue arose, decided not to ' 
fight, and drafted its own res- , 
olution for an appeal to the 


Castro governméns and Latin 
American ‘student organiza- 


| Signs of command and discip- irrelevant. On the basis of past — 
— [Tne wete—anerywhere. | performance, It is wie p atraem eeen 
aeaa re a a Eee > 


N = -_——-—._ tribute O Ey? the tactical 
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_ campaign. 


“ugly 


as politic ackmail in the 

Those are things the writer 
of the Daily Californian’s post- 
election editorial! might have 
had in mind in referring te 
“tactics {that} . . . -were un- 
fair and uncalled for.” 

Whatever seems ugly in 
April is likely to be twice as 
in December, which is 
when the next semester's elec- 
tions were held. Now SLATE 
posters were defaced with the 
swastika and hammer and 
sickle. Some were destroyed. 
Posters of a SLATE candidate 
with a Jewish name were 
smeared with the old Hitler 
slogan, “Juden Raus.” 

Other incidents cropped up 
— the seemingly organized his- 
sing of SLATE candidates 
when they tried to speak in 
some residence halls, and in 
one instance a disturbance that 
prevented a candidate from 
speaking altogether, 

Thus, to the presence of the 


` ubiquitous “They” were added 


the barbs of hate and preju- 


’ dice, and the clandestine forms 


of warfare, which synchronize 
with the central Rightist tech- 
hique — intimidation. 


THE HARGIS SHOW 
In its public appeal to the 
campus the ultra-Right strives 
to create an image of intellec- 
tualism, literate, rational, con- 
servative, but at times there į 
a curious chain. One such tiple 
was in September, 1961. 
Toesin carried an 
meni: “Dr. Billy James 
will speak itv 77 San 


. cisco, Sunday, Sept. 24 


on ‘We Tave Been Betrayed.’ 
Dr. Hargis is the founder of 
the Christian Crusade .organi- 
zation, which sponsors nation- 
wide anti-communist addresses 
on radio and television.” 

We pick up the thread in 


` Hargis’ own magazine, Chris- 


. anti-Communist 


tian Crusade (Jan.-Feb. 1962) 
via an article by a Willis A. 
Carto, who is described as 
“treasurer” of something called 
“Liberty Lobby.” 

“When the big Land Cruiser 
bus carrying Dr. Billy James 
Hargis . . . rolls into town, 
things usually start to hap, 
pen,” Carto wrote. r 

What happened this time w 
the organization at Hargis’ 
San Francisco meeting of/ an 
youth gfoup, 
which resolved to sevd San 
Francisco from Archie’) 
(“One of the Wes västs 
most notorious Communists,” 
said Carto), who was a candi- 


„and i 


<Against ə prime target, 
Natl. Student Assn., a confed- 


They aieketed Brown's heads 
quarters wi signs reading 


“Brown Is Red," and “Go Back 
To Russia, Archie”. (Brown's 
birthplace: Jowa), > 

“And now,” Carto's account 
went on, “things took another 
significant turn. Archie Brown 
was evicted from his headquar- 
ters because of the picketing!” 
€Which is not true). . 


THE STRATEGY 

“Archie tried to capitalize 
on this, and moved his main 
headquarters to the Negro sec- 
tion of town. His strategy was 
now clear, He planned to add 
the Negro vote to the com- 
munist vote he would receive, — 
This would be more than 
enough to make him the first 
outright Communist elected to 
office in America since World 
War I.” (Carto’s emphasis). 

The bully boys mustered by 
Hargis, with an assist from 
Toesin, foiled the plot with an- 
other picket line and a heckl- 
ing sound truck. Brown fell 
some 65,000 votes short of 
election, and since it is un- 
likely that the “Communist 
yote” was dented, this must be 
the number of Negro voters 
snatched from Brown by the’ 


Corps. ‘Th jective, as ' 
stated by one of its adult men- 
tors and publicists, M. Stanley 
Evans, in his book, “Revolt on i 
the Campus,” was to press for 
“measures to convert the Corps | 
from a charitable society to an 
effective weapon against com- ¢ 


anti-Communist crusaders who § 


were bold enough to assume 
the white man’s burden and 


rescue the natives from their ' 


own innocence. P 
Billy James Hargis and his | 

crowd walk on the wild side. 
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In his lurid tale of the Brown-} 
mated picketing, Carto relat- 
“Not one word appeared in 
the papers! 

“At this time the amazing 
power of the communist econ- 
spiracy became evident, for it 
developed that certain persons 
had called on the papers and 
convinced them that no news 
of the picketing should be 
printed!” 

Within the campus commun- 
ity the ultra-Right is less crude 
and kingpin student organ- 
ization, ng Americans for 
Freedom,” cértainly has the 
knack of breaking into the 
press. A study of YAP tech- . 
mques reveals a great reliance 
on the blitz tactic designed to 
stun its opopsition. YAF’s war 
the 


eration of Student governments, 
affords a case history of the 
biitz in action. 

There have been two major 
engagements, the first occur- 


ring on March,29-31, 1961, in 
Washingt on NSA-spon- 


date f the board of super- : 
. visors, SS- see — red conference on the Peace | 


House Un- 


TENSIONS over 
American Activities Commit- 


tee were dramatized in Jan- 
uary, 1961, when pickets —pro 
and con — appeared in Wash- 
ington, Among „the pro pickets 
were these members of George 
Lincoln Rockwell’s American 
Nazi party, 


